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Rollins Leasing Lorp.

One Rollins Plaza
P.O. Box 1791, Wilmington, Delaware 19899
Phone: 302/426-2700

April 1, 1993

3514-E2
CONTAINS BUSINESS
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

FEDERAL EXPRESS

Phillip Ramsey

South Coast Groundwater Section (H-6-4)
United States Environmental Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Puente Valley Operable Unit ("PVOU") -- Response
to Request for Information

Dear Mr. Ramsey:

On February 12, 1993, your office issued a notice of potential liability (the "Notice")
and an Information Request to Rollins Leasing Corporation ("RLC"). Mark Klaiman, the
United States Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") Assistant Regional Counsel, granted
RLC an extension of time until March 29, 1993 to respond to the Notice and to the
Information Request. The response to the Notice was mailed to you on March 26, 1993, and
is incorporated by reference into this Response.

Preliminary Statement

As set forth in RLC’s response to the Notice, the issuance of the Notice is not legally
or factually supportable, and there is no basis for RLC to participate in any response
activities relating to the PVOU. RLC’s Response to the Information Request and the
documents enclosed with the Response further bear out RLC’s position that it is not a
potentially responsible party ("PRP").

RLC objects to EPA’s Request for Information as unduly burdensome and overly
broad. For example, the instructions to identify "all persons" who have knowledge of the
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subject matter is not only burdensome, but unreasonable within the time-frame of the
Information Request.

The Information Request goes well beyond the scope of Section 104(e)(2) of
CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9604(e)(2). The purpose of the Information Request appears to be to
engage in litigation discovery as contemplated by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
rather than to obtain the type of information contemplated by CERCLA. In addition, EPA’s
demand for an affidavit from a "responsible official” is not supported by any of the legal
authorities cited by EPA. Subject to and without waiving the above objections, RLC
responds as follows:

(D

@

As set forth in RLC’s response to the PRP Notice, the property at 18301 E.
Arenth Avenue in the City of Industry (hereinafter referred to as the
"Monadnock Property” or "the Property") was divided into two parcels on
October 13, 1988. Upon division, the two parcels were identified as the
"Plant Parcel” and the "Undeveloped Parcel.” In February of 1992, RLC
purchased the parcel known as the "Undeveloped Parcel” from Charles M.
Miller.

(a) Based on our review of the enclosed documents, including a document
titled Settlement Agreement and Mutual Release dated January 5, 1990, it
appears that TRW operated at the Monadnock Property from at least 1968
through 1980. According to information obtained by RLC’s consultant,
however, the Monadnock Division of United Car Fasteners moved to the
Property in 1966, and TRW acquired the Property in 1979. On October 23,
1980, the Monadnock Company ("Old Monadnock"), a corporation organized
under California law and wholly-owned by Charles and Thalia Miller,
purchased the real property and assets relating to the Monadnock business
from TRW. Old Monadnock continued operations at the Property until
approximately 1987.

On September 30, 1987, Old Monadnock sold most of its assets and the right
to use the name "Monadnock" to a corporation organized under the laws of
California and known as HCH Acquisition Corp. Old Monadnock, Charles
Miller and HCH Acquisition Corp. executed a document entitled "Asset Sale
Agreement" dated September 30, 1987 in connection with the sale of the
Monadnock Plant business assets. Old Monadnock changed its name to C.M.
Miller Enterprises, Inc. and continued in existence until February 29, 1988,
when it dissolved and distributed its assets to Charles Miller and Thalia Miller.
HCH Acquisition Corp. changed its name to The Monadnock Company ("New
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Monadnock"). Essentially all of the assets of the Monadnock Plant business
were sold to New Monadnock, except for the real property (the "Monadnock
Property"), which, as stated above, consists of two parcels: one parcel which
included the plant building (the "Plant Parcel"), and the other which was
undeveloped (the "Undeveloped Parcel”). Charles Miller and Thalia Miller
thereafter owned the Plant Parcel in equal undivided shares, and leased the
Plant Parcel to New Monadnock under a lease dated September 30, 1987.
Charles Miller owned 100% of the Undeveloped Parcel.

As stated in our response to Question No. 1, RLC purchased the Undeveloped
Parcel from Charles Miller in February of 1992.

(b) The information available to RLC regarding past releases or threats of
releases of hazardous substances at the Property are set forth in the enclosed
documents, including, but not limited to, the following: (a) WCM
Environmental Site Assessment (including enclosures thereto) (March 9,
1992); (b) Report on Soil Remediation (May 8, 1989); (c) Work Plan to
Remediate Soils and Investigate Groundwater by IDEA (March 1992); (d)
Letter dated July 31, 1992 by WCM to Rollins Leasing providing Site
Investigation Summary; (e) Property Information Sheet by Commerce Escrow
Company dated December 13, 1991; (f) RWQCB Letter dated June 21, 1989
to Charles Miller regarding soil remediation and approving closure of
excavation; (g) March 1, 1990 Work Plan to Evaluate Potential Onsite Sources
of Contamination in Vadose Zone by Woodward-Clyde Consultants; and (h)
February 7, 1990 Letter to Charles Miller from TRW on Well Samples
analysis.

(a) See Response to Question 2(a).
(b) See Response to Questions 2(a) and 2(b).
(c) See Response to Question 2(b).

RLC acquired the "Undeveloped Portion" of the Property after the disposal or
placement of hazardous substances, if any, at the Property. As noted above,
RLC purchased the "Undeveloped Parcel” in February of 1992. No operations
were taking place on the parcel at that time which could result in the release or
threat of release of hazardous substances. In fact, RLC’s consultant noted in
its pre-purchase due diligence review report that "[t]here is no evidence that
this property has had any operations between 1990 and the present.” See



Phillip Ramsey
April 1, 1993
Page 4

Environmental Site Assessment Report at S.

Since the purchase, RLC has only undertaken construction activities at the
"Undeveloped Parcel." None of RLC’s activities at the "Undeveloped Parcel”
over the last year could have contributed to a release or threat of release of
hazardous substances.

()] Prior to purchase of the "Undeveloped Parcel,” RLC’s consultant, The WCM
Group, Inc. ("WCM") completed an environmental due diligence assessment
of the Property. On February 4 and 5, 1992 WCM evaluated the 3.521 acres
located at 18301 E. Arenth Avenue, which includes the two separate parcels.

During its due diligence review, WCM discovered that the Regional Water
Quality Control Board ("RWQCB") had issued a Cleanup and Abatement
Order to Charles M. Miller, C.M. Miller Enterprises, Inc., and the
Monadnock Company requiring them to clean up and abate soil and
groundwater contamination at the Monadnock facility.

Although RLC recognized that the RWQCB might consider the Monadnock
Property as one parcel for purposes of investigation and remediation, the
Undeveloped Parcel is clearly a separate legal parcel. Moreover, although
RLC’s due diligence disclosed that there was some contamination along the
boundaries of the "Undeveloped Parcel” and that TRW, Inc. might have to
enter that Parcel to complete its remediation of the "Plant Parcel”, the due
diligence disclosed no contamination on the "Undeveloped Parcel" which
would require further remediation.

WCM, also concluded in a summary of its 1992 investigation of the East
Arenth Avenue property that:

the contamination appears to be confined to the
western property boundary associated with the old
sewer line and the northern property boundary
associated with the concrete cap. All analysis
within the property boundaries show
contamination to be rapidly decreasing or non-
detectable.

Similarly, in a letter dated December 21, 1992 (which is enclosed), TRW
notified RLC that "no soil contamination of any kind has been found on or
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beneath the footprint where development and construction activities have been
planned by Rollins."

It is therefore evident that there has been no release or threat of release of
hazardous substances from the "Undeveloped Property.” Moreover, even if
such releases exist, any releases where the results of the acts or omission of
third parties. See 42 U.S.C. § 9607(b)(3). A review of the enclosed
documents clearly identifies those parties. Mr. Phillip Chandler of the
RWQCB (the agency which is investigating the sites in the PVOU pursuant to
a cooperative agreement with EPA) has stated to RLC’s consultant that TRW
has full responsibility for the clean-up of the Monadnock Property.

Enclosed are various insurance policies held by RLC for the time period
October 1, 1991 to October 1, 1993,

Enclosed is an audited financial statement for RLC. The audit was conducted
by KPMG Peat Marwick. This information is subject to a confidentiality
claim.

Enclosed are RLC’s income tax returns for the years 1988, 1989 and 1990.
This information is subject to a confidentiality claim.

Enclosed are the by-laws and incorporation documents for RLC.

As noted above, RLC has been on the "Undeveloped Parcel" for a little over a year.
Most of the information available to RLC is therefore based on documents provided to RLC
by previous owners of the Property and based on the environmental site assessment report
prepared by WCM. Gary Carroll, the WCM consultant who performed the site assessment,
has therefore been interviewed for this Response.

As also noted above, RLC is asserting a claim of business confidentiality with regard
to the information disclosed in response to questions seven (7) and eight (8). The
confidentiality claim is asserted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§ 9604(e)(7)(C) and 40 C.F.R. §

2.203(b).
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Please call the undersigned if you have any questions regarding this Response, or if
you require additional information.

Sincerely,

Y Carlisle Peet, 111 -

Enclosures



1851- 04828

The WCM Group, Inc.

Mr. M.P. King
Vice President Real Estate

March 9, 1992

FEDERAL EXPRESS
AIRBILL NUMBER

and Construction 1543075041
Rollins Leasing Corporation
2200 Concord Pike
Wilmington, Delaware 19803
Reference: Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site Assessment

Dear Mr. King:

Please find enclosed the Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site
Assessment which was prepared for the property located at 18301 E.
Arenth Avenue, City of Industry, California.

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding this material,
please contact me at your convenience.

GLC/ca
10373:037161.IND

Enclosure

cc: D. Norman

Sincerely, (:lzqyruﬁlz/f
Gary ¥. Carroll

Director Operations
and Engineering

P.O. Box 3247, Humble, TX 77347-3247 Tel (713) 446-7070

Fax (713) 446-3348 9802 FM 1960 Bypass, Suite 200, Humble, TX 77338




ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

FOR THE EVALUATION OF
ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

LOCATED AT
18301 E. ARENTH AVENUE
INDUSTRY, CALIFORNIA

Prepared for

ROLLINS LEASING CORPORATION

March 9, 1992

Prepared by

The WCM Group, Inc.
9802 FM 1960 Bypass
Suite 200
Humble, Texas 77338
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1. INTRODUCTION

A Phase | and Il Environmental Site Assessment was conducted on February 4 and 5, 1992 by Mr. Gary
L. Carroll, The WCM Group, Inc. The drilling contractor was NorCal Engineering located in Los Alamitos,
California. '

The site evaluated is approximately 3.5621 acres located at 18301 E. Arenth Avenue, Los Angeles County,
City of Industry, California (refer to Figure 1 for site location).

The Monadnock property consists of two parcels: one parcel includes the plant buiiding (the "Plant
Parcel"), and the other is presently undeveloped (the "Undeveloped Parcel"). The "Undeveloped Parcel
is the proposed Rollins Leasing property.

This site is undeveloped and was split from the Monadnock Property "Plant Parcel". The undeveloped
parcel is described as: Parcel 2 according to Parcel Map No. 254, recorded in Book 211, pages 46 and
47 of Maps, in the Official Records of Los Angeles County.

Both phases of the Environmental Site Assessment covered the entire 3.521 acre tract located at 18302
E. Arenth Avenue, City of Industry, California.

2. OBJECTIVES

A Phase | and Il Environmental Site Assessment was conducted by The WCM Group, Inc. This
assessment was conducted in order to aid the Purchaser of the site in identifying features which could
be detrimental with regard to the environmental integrity of the property, current environmental problems
that could adversely affect an otherwise normal business activity, and to avoid or minimize liability for
costly remedial actions, fines or damage claims.

3. SITE OVERVIEW

The geographic coordinates of the site are 117°54'15" West Longitude and 34°00'30" North Latitude.
(Refer to Figure 2 for a USGS Map showing the site location.)

The site inspected is known as the Monadnock Company located at 18301 E. Arenth Avenue, City of

Industry, California. This property is flat and undeveloped with approximately 3 - 5 feet of backfill -
throughout the site. There is grassy vegetation with numerous citrus (lemon and orange) trees located

on the property.

The only structure located on this site is an old house with a concrete cellar.

In 1966, the Monadnock Division of United Car Fastener moved its operations to this location. Numerous
flat beds of equipment and machinery were cleaned with chlorinated solvents before moving into the
building that is located on the plant parcel.

In 1979, TRW, Inc. acquired this property from Monadnock. In 1980 Charles M. Miller purchased the
property from TRW and continued operating the Monadnock Plant business until approximately 1987 (refer
to Attachment A for Settlement Agreement and Mutual Release).

Monadnock (the Plant Parcel) is located to the north of this property. The Califoia Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) determined that there is known contamination from discharges of solvents
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and other chemicals at this facility. A Cleanup and Abatement Order was issued to Charles M. Miller, C.M.
Miller Enterprises, Inc., and the Monadnock Company to cleanup and abate the effects of contaminants
discharged to the soil and groundwater (refer to Attachment B).

Presto Foods is a company located to the west of this property. According to Jerry Nezu, Presto Foods
makes various products including a nondairy liquid creamer, an aerosol whipped topping, and cake mix
toppings. Jerry Nezu said they do not have any underground storage tanks, store any chemical’s on-site,
or generate any hazardous waste.

Lithonia West is a company located to the east of this property. According to James Johnson, Lithonia
West is a manufacturer of fluorescent lighting. Mr. Johnson said that Lithonia does not have any
underground storage tanks on their property, store any chemical’'s on-site, or generate any hazardous
waste.

4. SITE BACKGROUND/OPERATING HISTORY

4.1 Cutrent Ownership/Prior Ownership

Charles M. Miller and Thalia Miller, C. M. Miller Enterprises, Inc., are the current owners of the Monadnock
Company located at 18301 E. Arenth Avenue, City of Industry, California.

A Chain of Title Record was not available for review to determine any easements or right-of-ways for
utilities, water lines, sanitary sewers, etc., granting of mineral rights, or past ownerships.

4.2 Review of Aerial Photographs

Aerial photographs of the site were obtained from Adams Aerial Surveys, Inc. The photographs obtained
were of a 1"=3,000' scale taken on May 5, 1975 and February 12, 1985, and of a 1"=3,333" scale taken
on January 31, 1992 (refer to Attachment C).

The photographs have been highlighted with an arrow to show the "undeveloped parcel" site location.

The *plant parcel”, which is located north of this property, is apparent on alil three of these aerial
photographs.

The 1992 photograph shows Fullerton Road being cut through along the west side of the property.
According to the attached USGS Topographical Map, Fullerton Road stopped at the Pomona Freeway,
but as indicated on this aerial photograph is now being extended to Valley Boulevard.

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

5.1 Surface Water Characteristics

The site elevation is approximately 405 feet National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) according to our
interpretation of the United States Geological Services (USGS) topography map (refer to Figure 2).

Based on The WCM Group, Inc.’s personal investigation of the property, the ground is considered

relatively flat with a large mound of backfill within the property. Surface water run-off flows across the
property east to west.

2 037161.IND



5.2  Groundwater

During subsurface site drilling on February 4 and 5, 1992, groundwater was encountered in Boring 1, 2,
and 3 at a depth of 35 feet. Analyses of the water and soil samples were conducted by Associated
Laboratories (refer to Attachment D).

A Groundwater Investigation Program has not been completed at this time, but was recommended in the
Phase 2B Evaluation prepared by |D Environmental Associates (IDEA) (refer to Attachment E).

6. REGULATORY/GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY INQUIRIES

In the fall of 1986, contamination was discovered on the Monadnock Property (Plant Parcel). The
RWQCB, the Califomnia Department of Health Services, the United States Environmental Protection Agency
and any other governmental body that has enforcement jurisdiction over the environmental conditions was
subsequently notified. A cleanup and abatement order were issued to Miller Enterprises, Charles Miller
and "The Monadnock Company* requiring the Abatement Order addressees to undertake certain study
and remedial actions on or about the Monadnock Property.

In 1988, Miller Enterprises brought various claims against TRW seeking to recover past and future costs
of investigating or remedying contamination at the Monadnock Property.

According to the Settlement Agreement and Mutual Release (Attachment A), on September 29, 1989, an
amended cleanup and abatement order were issued to TRW, Charles Miller, Miller Enterprises and Old
Monadnock requiring these parties to perform certain investigations and remedial actions at the
Monadnock Property.

As a condition of the amended cleanup and abatement order issued by the RWQCB, TRW is required to
determine any other contamination sources in the vadose zone on-site and evaluate threat to groundwater
from residual contamination (refer to Attachment F - Phase 2A and 2 Evaluation of Potential On-site
Sources of Contamination in Vadose Zone at Monadnock Company Facility).

7. RESULTS OF THE ON-SITE INSPECTION

7.1 Observations

The purpose of this Environmental Site Assessment is to identify areas that may indicate environmentai
concerns. This walk-through was conducted on February 4 and 5, 1992 and covered the entire 3.521 acre
tract which Rollins Leasing Corporation is considering purchasing.

Photographs taken on February 4 and 5, 1992 can be found in Attachment G.

The RWQCB has determined that discharges of solvents and other chemicals have occurred from the
Monadnock Company's "Plant Parcel".

According to Philip Chandler, the RWQCB has assumed the overview of the cleanup of this property. He
stated that no other agency would be concerned due to concentrations of contaminants being below the
hazardous waste level according to 40 CFR 261.24. He did say that the RWQCB is concerned that this
source may contaminate the groundwater and the USEPA could possibly get involved in the future under
CERCLA.
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Philip Chandler also stated that the valley in the City of industry has been declared a Superfund concern
due to groundwater contamination. ~_

There is a creek located south of this property. According to records at the RWQCB, this creek flowed

through this property untii it was rerouted along Arenth Avenue on the south side of the property. An old
creek bed traverses the northern boundary of the proposed Rollins Leasing property.

7.2 Sampling Results

A total of eight soil samples and three water samples were submitted for analyses to Associated
Laboratories. The table below lists the sampie analyses. (Refer to Attachment C for sampling analyses.)

Semi-
Sample Boring { Chromium | Cyanide Lead PCB's & Volatile
ID No. Depth mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg Pesticides Purgeable Organics ug/L Organics
B-1 5' 19.5 ND ND ND ND ND
B-1 10’ 14.7 ND ND ND ND ND
B-1 35° 3.40 ND ND ND ND
B-2 5 28.6 ND ND ND ND ND
B-2 10' 17.8 ND ND ND ND ND
B-2 35’ 1.11 ND 0.064 1,1-Dichioroethene 1,547 ND
1,1-Dichloroethane 43
Chloroform 18
1,2-Dichioroethane 194
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 6
Trichloroethene 6,193
Toluene 13
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 24
Tetracholorethane 642
B-3 5' 38.9 ND ND ND ND ND
B-3 10’ 17.6 ND ND ND ND ND
B-3 35’ 0.23 0.05 0.04 1,1-Dichloroethene 155 ND
1,2-Trichloroethane 77
Trichloroethene 316
Tetrachloroethene 36
B-4 5’ 16.7 ND ND ND ND ND
B8-5 5’ 25.7 ND ND ND ND ND

7.3 Conclusions

Philip Chandler, RWQCB stated that future excavation on this property is unlikely except for the
replacement of the existing sewer iines on the western boundary.

Mr. Chandler also stated that what concerns him now is that the vapor readings are extremely high
indicating some type of contamination, but the actual chemical analyses are non-detect. He believes that
vapor extraction may be required, but the extent is unknown at this time.

Laboratory data obtained from the site investigation conducted by The WCM Group, Inc., indicate that

chromium exists in elevated levels within the boundaries of the proposed property. These levels decrease
with soil depth which indicate that past surface contamination or the fill material, contained elevated levels
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of chromium. Chromium has been identified as a contaminant in the original TRW site assessment.
However, the horizontal and vertical extent of chromium contamination on the subject property has not
been defined.

Water samples from borings B-2 and B-3 indicate high levels of purgeable organics. These borings are
in close proximity to the concrete cap covering the former waste pits. Chemical analyses confirm the
presence of dichloroethene, trichloroethane, and tetrachloroethene, but additional organics appeared
which are not mentioned in the files reviewed at the RWQCB. These additional organics should be
established in the pre-existing definition.

TRW has assumed all responsibility for the cleanup of pre-existing conditions. According to the
“Settlement and Mutual Release" (Attachment A), pre-existing conditions are defined as any future
spreading of existing contamination, and any conditions caused by the operations of TRW or its agents
before January, 1990.

There is no evidence that this property has had any operations between 1990 and the present.

We understand that the concrete cap area will be fenced and will not be utilized by Rollins Leasing
Corporation.

Future site remediation is very probable, but to what extent is unknown at this time. At a minimum, the

replacement of the sewer line to the west and the installation of a vapor extraction unit. Therefore, as to
what the impact will be on Rollins' operation cannot be determined.
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8. LIMITATIONS

This report is based on The WCM Group’s professional evaluation of the available data gathered and
reviewed by WCM regarding the site. The findings and conclusions must be considered not as scientific
certainties, but rather as our professional opinion after review of the limited data gathered during the
course of the environmental site assessment. No warranty or representation is either expressed, implied,
included or intended. Specifically, WCM does not and cannot represent that the site contains no
hazardous material, oil or other latent conditions beyond that observed by WCM during our investigations.

This study and report have been prepared on behalf of and for the exclusive use of Rollins Leasing
Caorporation solely for use in an environmental assessment of the site. This report and the findings
contained herein shall not be disseminated or conveyed to any other party, in whole or in part, nor quoted,
produced or relied upon by any other party, in whole or in part, without the prior written consent of WCM.
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This Settlement Agreement and Mutual Release ("Settlement
q3reement ) is entered into thxsgﬂday of ﬂNCLA‘JQy

C%&a%bﬁggg”(the "Closing Date"), by, between and among TRW Inc., Charles

Miller, Thalia Miller, C.M. Miller Enterprises, Inc., and The

Monadnock Company.

RE AL

A. From approximately 1968 to 1980, Charles Miller was

employed by TRW Inc. (“"TRW") as a manager of TRW's Cinch-
Monadnock Division at 18301 East Arenth Avenue, City of Industry,
California (the “Monadnock Plant"). Under a purchase agreement
dated October 23, 1980, the Monadnock Company ("01d Monadnock"), a
corporation orgenized and existing under the laws of California
and wholly owned by Charles Miller and Thalia Miller, purchased
from TRW the real property and assets relating to the Monadnock
Plant business. 01d Monadnock continued operating the Monadnock

Plant business until approximately 1987.

B. On September 30, 1987, 01ld Monadnock sold most of
its assets and the right to use the name "Monadnock"” to a
corporation organized under the laws of California and known as
HCH Acquisition Corp. 014 Monadnock, Charles Miller and HCH

Acquisition Corp. executed a document entitled “Asset Sale

.~ e rer e . . - — e P . - - - P T
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Agreement” dated September 30, 1987 in connection with the sale of
the Monadnock Plant business assets ("Asset Sale Agreement"). 01d
Monadnock changed its name to C.M. Miller Enterprises, Inc.
("Miller Enterprises®), and continued in existence until

February 29, 1988, when it dissolved and distributed its assets to
Charles Miller and Thalia Miller, HCH Acguisition Corp. changed
its name to:Thé quadhock Comg;@y:(”New Monadnock;)..:E;sen;ially
all of the 5sséts'6f.the Mona@noék Plant business were sold to New
Monadnock, except for the real property, (the “Monadnock
Property”), which consists of two parcels: one parcel includes
the plant building (the "Plant Parcel"), and the other is
presently undeveloped (the "Undeveloped Parcel”). Legal
descriptions of both parcels are set forth in Exhibit A attached
hereto. Charles Miller and Thalia Miller presently own the Plant
Parcel in equal undivided shares, and are leasing the Plant Parcel
to New Monadnock under a lease dated September 30, 1987 (the

“Lease™). Charles Miller presently owns 100% of the Undeveloped

Parcel.

C. In the fall of 1986, contamination was discovered on
the Monadnock Property. The California Regional Water Quality
Control Board -- Los Angeles Region was subsequently notified.
(The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, together
with the California Department of Health Services, the United
States Environmental Protection Agency and any other governmental

body which has enforcement jurisdiction over the environmental

. ) -2- C:/Z/b49¢4/(



conditions at the Monadnock Property are hereinafter referred to
collectivel& as the “"Governmental Agencies.") A cleanup and
abatement order (No. 88-057, formerly 88-2, referred to herein as
the "Abatement Order®), was issued to Miller Entetpriées, Charles
Miller and "The Monadnock Company" requiring the Abatement Order
addressees to undertake certain study and remedial actions on or
about the Monadnock Property. New Monacdnock appealed issuance of

the Abatement Order.

D. In 1988 Miller Enterprises brought various claims
against TRW in the United States District Court for the Central
District of California (Case No. 88-00281 Kn, the "Federal Court
Case") seeking to recover past and future costs of investigating
or remedying contamination at the Monadnock Property. TRW brought
3 counterclaim against Miller Enterprises and third party claims
against Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and New Monadnock, alleging,
inter alia, that Charles Miller and Miller Enterprises had
contractually assumed liability for contamination of the Monadnock
Property, and that Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and New Monadnock
were jointly and severally liable for contamination at the
Monadnock Property. New Monadnock brought a cross-claim against
Miller Enterprises and Charles Miller for indemnity. The Federal
District Court granted TRW's motion for summary judgment on all of
Miller Enterprises’' claims. Miller Enterprises disagrees with,
and has moved for reconsideration of, the court's decision. TRW

intends to oppose Miller Enterprises’' motion for reconsideration,
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and opposes Miller Enterprises’' effort to introduce any new

evidence in support of the motion.

E. Under the terms of the Lease and the Asset Sale
Agreement, Miller Enterprises and Charles Miller agreed, inter
alia, to indemnify, protect and hold New Monadnock harmless under
ceftaln condltlons for certaln clalms arising out of oper atlors of
the Monadnock Plant prlor to September 30, 1987. New Monadnock
contends that its involvement in the Federal Court Case and in the
Abatement Order are claims for which Miller Enterprises and

Charles Miller must indemnify it.

F. On September 29, 1989, an amended cleanup and
abatement order (the "Amended Order*) was issued to TRW, Charles
Miller, Miller Enterprises and 0ld Monadnock requiring these
parties to perform certain investigations and remedial actions at

the Monadnock Eropefty.

G. None of the Parties to this Settlement Agreement
concede liability of any kind with respect to any contamination on
or about the Monadnock Property. Nevertheless, the Parties are
interested in resolving the Federal Court Case in order to avoid

the costs of litigation.

H. Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and Miller Enterprises

wish to avoid the time and cost of éonducting remedial activities

-.-at .the Monadnock Property or defending. against the Abatement Order.

t
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I. Charles Miller would like to sell the Undeveloped

Parcel as soon as reasonably possible.

NOW, THEREFORE, . in consideration of the covenants and

conditions contained herein, the Parties hereto agree as follows:
' Agr P

1. The Parties to this Settlement Agreement hereby -
agree to pay all sums due one another in accordance with the terms

¢cf the Schedule of Payments attached hereto as Exhibit B.

2. The Parties hereby agree to file all papers or take
cther actions as necessary to: (a) dismiss with prejudice all
ciaims made by -Charles Miller, Thalia Miller, Miller Enterprises
znd TRW against each other in the Federal Court Case; (b) dismiss
with prejudice all claims by Charles Miller, Miller Enterprises
and New Monadnock against each other in the Federal Court Case;
znd (¢) dismiss with prejudice all claims by TRW against New
¥snadnock in the Federal Court Case except that any claims deemed

+o arise out of New Environmental Conditions as defined in

raragraph 13 below shall be dismissed without prejudice, all in
zccordance with the Stipulation and Order for Dismissal of Entire

Action attached hereto as Exhibit c.

R PR -— ~ - - . “-
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3. A letter dated June 21, 1989 from the Regional Water

Quality Control Board to Charles Miller and Miller Enterprises
sets forth various requirements for a soil remediation project.
Charles Miller and Thalia Miller agree to complete, or pay for the
completiog of, the soil remediation project in accordance with the
requirements dutiiﬁed iﬁ the Junétéi,Al§89'feﬁter'and ig:“ |
accordance with any modified requirements that may be imposed or
accepted by the Governmental Agencies prior to the Closing Date.
Charles Miller will notify TRW by telephone before work on the

final phase of the s0il remediation project commences.
Settlement znd Release of Claims

4. Charles Miller, Thalia Miller, Miller Enterprises,
New Monadnock ana TRW each agree to assume, pay or otherwise
discharge, and not make claims agzinst each other for, any and all
fees, costs and expenses, including without limitation, fees for
consultants, contractors, engineers and counsel, incurred or
accrued by them prior to the Closing Date relating in any way to
the Monadnock Property and all remediation bills of more than
$5,000 due on or before the Closing Date shall be paid in full by
the Closing Date. No Party by this provision assumes or shall

become liable for any fees, costs or expenses not incurred by such

Party.



S. Except as otherwise provided in paragraph 1l below,
Miller Enterprises, Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and New

Monadnock hereby release and discharge TRW and all of its

—

officers, dirgctors, employees, assigns and representatives from

c—— - - S - ——

any and all claims, demands, actions and causes of action of any

e ——— - ——

kind or description, whether arising out of statute, contract,

tort or otherwise, in_law or équitf, whether known or unknown, for
~f§ﬁy ¢os£$tdr éipéﬁsés'df'anf7kind biuéescfipﬁibn (iﬁéiudinéf
without limitation, engineering, contracting, consulting or
attérneys' fees), or any loss or damage of any kind or description
(including without limitation, impairment in use or diminution in
value of real or personal property), arising prior to the Closing
Date, or which may hereafter be claimed to arise out of any
action, inaction, event or matter occurring prior to the Closing
Date. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, Charles
Miller also releases and discharges any and all claims he may now
have against TRW for indemnification whether under the California
Labor Code, Ohio law, TRW regulations, policies, practices or

resolutions arising out of or related to the Federal Court Case.

§. Miller Enterprises, Charles Miller, Thalia Miller

and New Monadnock hereby agree never to commence, aid in any way

——

(except as required by law), or prosecute against TRW or any of

—

its officers, directors, employees, assigns or representatives any

action or other proceeding based upon any claim, cause of action,

————

—_———————

obligation or liability released and discharged as set forth in

_paragraph S above.

AN -7-



7. Except as otherwise provided in paragraph ll below
and except 3s to New Environmental Conditions defined in paragraph

13 below, TRW hereby releases and discharges Miller Enterprises,
f/\

Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and New Monadnock, and each of their

—— e —————— - - e i - — L —_— —
officers, directors, employees, a551gns and representatlves from
-_—______d——-———-—v- - T———ee e — ———— e - —

any and all claims, demands, actlons and causes of actlon of any

kind or descrzpt1on, whether arls1ng out of statute, contract,

. ST s ee— ————

tort-pr‘otherwlse, in law or equity, whether known or unknown,-rer,

any costs or expenses of any Kind or description (1nclud1ng

without limitation, engineering, contracting, consulting or
\ commm————— - .t e e ————— __——-—‘——_\

attorneys*' fees), or any loss or damage of any kind or description

(including without limitation impairment in use or diminution in

value of real or personal property), arising prior to the Closing .

Ry S ———

Date, or which may hereafter be claimed to arise out of any

action, inaction, event or matter occurring prior to the Closing

Date.

8. TRW hereby agrees never to commence, aid_ip any way

(except as required by law), or prosecute against Miller

Enterprises, Charles Miller, Thalla Miller or New Monadnock, or

any of them, or any of their officers, dl:ectors, employees,

assigns or representatlves, any action or other proceedlng based

upon any claim, cause of action, obligation or liability released

and discharged as set forth in paragraph 7 above.

9. Except as otherwise provided in paragraph 11 below,

...— New Monadnock hereby releases and discharges Miller Enterprises,

- y'\—) -8- W4/M/(




Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and TRW and all of their officers,

directors and employees, assigns and representatives, from any and

e

all claims, demands, actions and causes of action, which New

Monadnock has or may have against any of them arising out of:

[
— o —

(1) the naming of New Monadnock in the Abatement Order; (ii)
involvement of New Monadnock in the Federal Court Case; or (iii)
removal or d;sposal of wastes prior to the Closing Date. Without
- limiting the generality of the deegoing, this release shall
extend to any claim by New Monadnock for reimbursement of
attorneys' fees or any other expenses incurred in connection with
the Abatement Order or Federal Court Case and to all claims
asserted in the letter dated June 14, 1989, from Richard M. Ross
to Douglas W. Beck (attached hereto as Exhibit D). This release
shall not extend to any other obligation of Miller Enterprises,

Charles Miller or Thalia Miller under the Asset Sale Agreement or

the Lease.

10. New Monadnock hereby agrees never to commence, aid

—_—

in any way (except as required byuigy), or prosecute against

e —— — e

Miller Enterprises, Charles Miller, Thalia Miller or TRW or any of

their officers, directors or employees, assigns or

e = e

representatives, any action or other proceeding based upon any

claim, cause of action, or liability released and discharged as

set forth in paragraph 9 above.

1l. The releases and covenants not to sue set forth in

paragraphs 4 through 10 above do not apply to any rights or .

A % cn



obligations arising out of this Settlement Agreement, and all such
rights and obligations shall survive the execution of thisg
Settlement Agreement. In addition, these releases do not affect
any stock options that have been or may be granted to Charles

Miller by TRW.

lz.v The Prov151ons of thls Settlement Agreement are not
.1ntended to and shall not be construed to 1mpa1r, enlarge or
modify the terms_df the Lease. Miller Enterprises, Charles
Miller, Thalia Miller and New Monadnock reserve and do not ﬁaive
any and all rights they may have under the Lease. Miller
Enterprises, Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and New Monadnock do
not, by entering into this Settlement Agreement, agree to release.
any other party from any cbligation arising under the Lease,
except insofar as the claims dismissed or released in paragraphs
2, 4 and 9 above may be deemed to arise under the Lease. To the
extent that any provision in this Settlement Agreement is
inconsistent with and cannot be reccnciled with the terms of the

Lease, the terms of the Lease shall govern.

@ The Parties acknowledge that certain environmental
conditions exist on and around the Monadnock Property. These
conditions (including all conditions described or referred to in
documents in the Regional Water Quaiity Control Board's file

relating to the Abatement Order and Amended Order) and all other

- g e -
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conditions which may in any way result from operations of Charles

Miller or Thalia Miller, Miller Enterprises, TRW or its
predecessors on and around the Monadnock Property, prior to the

Closing Date, any future spreading of existing contamination, and

any conditions caused by the operations of TRW or its agents after

the Closing Date, shall be referred to as “Pre-existing

Environmental .Conditions”. Environmental condit;ons resulting
.fiém”opé:ationsadf New Monadnock étAény.time,lo} éf.éh?dh;foﬁﬂér'ﬂ
than TRW or its agents on or around the Monadnock Property on or
after the Closing Daté shall be referred to as "New Environmental
Conditions, " except that any conditions at the Monadnock Property
resulting from any action taken by Charles Miller after the
Closing Date in completion of the soil remediation project
described in paragraph 3 above in accordance with Governmental
Agencies' regulations will be included in Pre-existing

EZnvironmental Conditions.

‘!!' Subject to the conditions and limitations set forth

in this paragraph and paragraphs 17, 18 and 19 hereof, after the

Closing Date TRW shall protect, defend, indemnify and hold

harmless Charles Miller, Thalia Miller, Miller Enterprises, New

Monadnock and their officers, directors, employees,

representatives, successors and assigns from and against any and

all claims, costs, losses, damages or liabilities including,
- —_""—'——’_/—_’/

without limitation, reasonable attorneys®' fees, arising from or

C— « —— -

relating to Pre-existing Environmental Conditions, including

- f —— e —— —— ———

-.without limitation any claims, costs, losses, damages or

liabilities arising from or relating to the Abatement Order and

U~ }\ | ~11- OM/W



Amended Order. TRW's indemnity obligations shall not extend to:
(a) New Environmental Conditions; or (b) claims of present or
former employees at the Monadnock Plant relating to exposure to
hazardous substances in the workplace. . Without 1imiting'the

generality of the foregoing, TRW's obligation extends to claims by

New Monadnock against Miller Entetprises, Charles Miller and/or

Thalia Miller for indemnity arising from or relating to

P o

Pre- exlstlng ‘Environmental Condltlons, eiéept‘thet fhis‘ebliQation:

e

does not extend to any costs or expenses incurred by any party to

this Settlement Agreement prior to the Closing Date,

Charles Miller, Thalia Miller and Miller Enterprises

shall have the right to assign their rights under paragraph 14

above to such persons as they may deszgnate. 1nclud1ng but not

| —

—— - ——

limited to any buyer of the Undeveloped Parcel or the Plant Parcel

. ————— e

or any lessee of either Parcel sub)ect to the consent of TRW,

e

which consent w1ll ‘not be unreasonably w1thheld followzng recelpt

by TRW of reasonably complete information on the financial

resources of, and intended use of the Monadnock Property by, the

'proposed assignee. Such assignment will be on the terms set forth

in the “Assignment Agreement® attached hereto as Exhibit E. TRW
hereby agrees promptly to execute an Assignment Agreement in favor
of any such assignee in the form attached hereto upon request of
Charles Miller. Such assignment shall not diminish the rights or
obligations of Charles Miller or Thalia Miller under this

Settlement Agreement.

16. Subject to the limitations set forth in paragraph 4

o) - LN



above and the conditions and limitations set forth in paragraph 17
below, afteé the Closing Date Charles Miller, Thalia Miller,
Miller Enterprises, New Monadnock and any assignee designated
pursuant to paragraph 15 §b09e shall éach protect, defend,
indemnify and hold harmless TRW, its officers, diréctors,
employees, successors and assigns from and against any and all
cla}ms, costs, losses, damagg; or 1iabilitie5; including without
"limiﬁﬁfioﬁ:réaSénébletattérnéys‘-feeé;idﬁiCh’ﬁay'be sﬁst;iﬁed,:.
suffered or incurred by TRW as the result of any action or

inaction of such party and which arise from or relate to New

Environmental Conditions, except that New Monadnock shall not be
responsible for payment of attorneys' fees incurred by TRW in
responding to any future Governmental Agency enforcement action in
connection with New Environmental Conditions alleged to result
from any action or inaction of New Monadrnock, provided New
Monadnock defends against or complies with such enforcement
action. Nothing in'this Settlement Agreement shall alter or
release any obligation of New Monadrnock under the Asset Sale
Agreement and/or the Lease to indemnify Charles Miller, Thalia

Miller or Miller Enterprises.

17. If any action, suit, proceeding or investigation
shall be commenced or any administrative order shall be issued, or
any claim shall be asserted, or any loss shall be incurred, in
respect of which any Party (the "Indemnitee*) proposes to demand
indemnification under this Settlemeﬁt Agreement (not including the
Abatement Order and Amended Order, notice of .which are deemed

given by this Settlement Agreement), the Party from which
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indemnification is sought (the "Indemnitor®) shall be notified in
writing to that effect with reasonable promptness and shall have
the right to assume the entire control of Indemnitee‘s defense
(including the selection of counsel). Indemnitee shall assign to
Indemnitor all applicable fights under any insurance policy or
policies arguably providing coverage for the claim for which
indemnity is demanded Any party acceptlng such an asszgnment of
:1ghts agrees ‘to lndemnlfy the asszgnxng party for - any add1tlona1*
costs, expenses, clalms or liabilities resulting from such
assignment. Indemnity obligations under this Settlement Agreeﬁent
shall be conditioned upon the Indemnitee cooperating fully in all
respects with the Indemnitor in any defense, compromise or
settlement, by making available all pertinent information and
personnel under its control to the Indemnitor, by providing
reasonable access to the Monadnock Property, and otherwise by
complying with any provision of this Settlement Agreement

materially affectiné the performance of such indemnity obligations.

18. Without limiting the scope of the indemnity
provisions and subject to the other provisions of this Settlement

Agreement, TRW shall, at 1ts expense, undertake any and all
il S S— . = R S

studies and remedial activities required by the Governmental

Agencies in connection with Pre-existing Environmental
—_— L

Conditions. Charles Miller, Thalza Miller, Mlller Enterprises,

_—

New Monadnock and any assignee designated pursuant to paragraph 15
above shall fully cooperate with TRw; its contractors and agents
_in the conduct of any study or remedial activities undertaken by

TRW at or around the Monadnock Property. Subject to the

N cms



provisions of paragraph 19, cooperation shall include, but not be
limited to, allowing TRW or its agents to enter the Monadnock
Property at all reasonable times upon 48 hours notice to Charles
Miller and New Monadnock, providing access to relevant records and
employees and allowing drilling of wells, excavation of soils, and

any other actions necessary to conduct required studies or

remedial activities.

19; Nothing in this paragraph 19 is intended to impair,
enlarge or modify the terms of the Lease. New Moriadnock reserves
and does not waive any and all rights it may have under the Lease,
including without limitation paragraphs 5.05 and 5.06 thereof. 1In
conducting any study or remedial activity on or about the

Monadnock Property, TRW shall, subject to the limitations and

requirements set forth in this paragraph, seek to minimize

interference with use of or operations at the Monadnock Property.

In particular, inicdnducting any study or remedial activity along
the westerly portion of the Undeveloped Parcel, unless otherwise
required by the Governmental Agencies TRW shall either conduct
such activities to the west of the existing driveway on the
westerly side of the Undeveloped Parcel and obtain access to sites
from the Fullerton Road right-of-way or, if access across the
existing driveway is to be impaired long enough to materially
affect activities at the Monadnock Plant, provide at its own
expense alternate driveway access reasonably equivalent to the

N ;7‘ : i - .
existing driveway. Lted- W""(ﬁc" "%/”’"’t i /Mu/"]("ﬂb

(a) Until the total expense incurred by TRW (or accrued
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by TRW pursuant to contracts other than this Settlement Agreement)
for studies and/or remedial activities conducted pursuant to this
Settlement Agreement equals or exceeds $1 million, TRW shall not
unreasonably interfere with the business now being conducted by
New Monadnock (or with sﬁbstantially the same business being
conducted by any successor tenant) on the Plant Parcel nor with

the access po1nts to the bu11d1ng located on the Plant Parcel or

- from the street to—the Plant Parcel nor wzth any construction or

business to be conducted on the Monadnock Property by any assignee

designated pursuant to paragraph 15 above. TRW shall protect,

defend, indemnify and hold Charles Miller and Thalia Miller
_’_/____’__-—————_‘ . - — -

harmless from any and all claims, costs, losses, damages or

liabilities arlslng out of TRW's breach of this paragraph 19,

subject to the 11m1tat10ns set forth in thlS paragrapg_ B
Notwithstanding any other provision of this Settlemeeg_Agreement,
until the total expense incurred by TRW (or accrued by TRW
pursuant to contracts other than this Settlement Agreement) for
studies and/or remedial activities conducted pursuant to this
Settlement Agreement equals or exceeds $1 million, TRW shall not
be liable for any costs relating to interruption of business, loss
of rent or any other consequential costs, losses, damages or
liabilities suffered by Charles Miller or Thalia Miller as a
result of study or remedial activities undertaken or to be
undertaken by TRW at or about the Monadnock Property unless TRW
unreasonably inteferes with use of or operations at the Monadnock
Property. In the event that TRW unreasonably interferes with use

of or operatxons at the Monadnock Property and incurs liability to v

Charles leler or Thalia Miller for consequent1a1 damages arising
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out of such interference, the amount of such damages paid shall be
included in calculating the total expense to TRW of studies and/or

remedial activities for purposes of this paragraph, unless TRW's

interference is intentionally malicious.

(b) After the total expense incurred by TRW (or accrued
by TRW pursuant to contracts other than this Settlement Agreement)
for studies and/or. remedial. act1v1t1es conducted pursuant to thls
Settlement Agreement equals or exceeds $1 million, TRW shall make
reasonable efforts not to unreasonably interfere with the business

now being conducted by New Monadnock (or with substantially the
same business being conducted by any successor tenant) on the
Plant Parcel nor with the access points to the building located on
the Plant Parcel or from the street to the Plant Parcel nor with
any construction or business to be conducted on the Monadnock
Property by any assignee designated pursuant to paragraph 15
above. "“Reasonable efforts* shall incluée discussions with
Governmental Agencies, Charles Miller and representatives of New
Monadnock or the owner or lessee of the affected portion of the
Monadnock Property, and shall not require expenditure of
significant funds to avoid interference (i.e. mcre than $10,000 in

the aggregate.) TRW shall protect, defendi_indemnify and hold

Charles Miller and Thalia Miller harmless from any and all clalms,

costs, losses, damages or 11ab111t1es arising out of TRW's breach

of this paragraph l?. sublect to the limitations set forth 1n\tﬁxs

‘_//———-__ﬂ——,f\
paragraph. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Settlement

_Agreement, after the total expense incurred by TRW (or accrued by
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TRW pursuant to contracts other than this Settlement Agreement)
for studies.and/or remedial actions conducted pursuant to this
Settlement Agreement equals or exceeds $1 million, TRW shall not
be liable for any costs relating to interruption of business, loss
of rent or any other conséquential costs, losses, damages or
liabilities suffered by Charles Miller or Thalia Miller as a
result of study or remedial activities undertaken or to be
"'ﬁndertakén;by TRW'ét.b}fabbutfthévﬁéﬁhdnock’?f&éérﬁ}?uniess TRWi.

. fails to use reasonable efforts to avoid such unreasonable

interference.

(c) Without limiting the scope of TRW's obligations
under this Settlement Agreement, if any Party should desire to
further reduce interference with use 0f or ozerations at the
Monadnock Property, at any reasonable time such Party may demand
that an alternate study or remedial action be substituted for that
chosen by TRW, provided: (1) that such alternate study or
remedial action is acceptable to and acproved by the Governmental
Agencies; and (2) that the Party demancing the alternate study or
remedial action pay to TRW the estimated additional cost of such
alternate study or remedial action in zdvance or upon such terms

as TRW may require.

20. Except as provided in paragraph 19 above, TRW shall
have exclusive control over the manner and method of conducting
any studies or remedial activities félating to Pre-existing

Environmental Conditions. TRW's obligations to abate Pre-existing

PR\ - 18- W4/L/{/



Environmental Conditions shall be limited by legal requirements in
effect when cleanup is completed. In no event shall TRW be
required to conduct or pay for any studies or cleanup beyond the
legal standards imposed by applicable government requirements.

TRW retains the fight to challenge any requirements which may be
imposed by governmental authorities, and the Parties agree to
cooperate with and assignhto TRW any rights any Party may have to
'aééeai'any.gove;nmégta;.;eQuire@QQts,‘providéd that'TRw~shai1
prétedt, defend, indemnify'and-hbid ﬁarmless.such Party from any
additional costs, losses or expenses incurred in qonnection'with

any such appeal or challenge.

21l. TRW shall make reasonable efforts to have Charles

——

Miller, Miller Enterprlses and 014 Monadnock dropped as

respondents from the Abatement Order and Aneqded Order, or, if
e S meEmE T coTRe T 2

that is not acceptable to the Governmental Agenc1es, to have TRW
/ e - m—— PE——— ——

identified as prlmarxly responszble under the Amended Order. 1If

— ——— —— =

any other agency {(including, without limitation, the California
Departmént of Health Services or the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency) commences any enforcement activities in connection with

Pre-existing Environmental Conditions, then TRW will _consent to

being joined in such enforcement actions (even if not initially

named), provided that such consent can be accomplished without
conceding liability. Even if TRW is not formally named in such
other enforcement action, TRW's defense and indemnity obligatiorns
will remain with respect to Pre-existing Environmental

Conditions. If any enforcement activity is brought with respect

- -
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to both Pre-existing and New Environmental Conditions
simultaneously, TRW will be liable only for that portion of the

enforcement relating to Pre-existing Environmental Conditions.

22. If and when the Governmental Agencies have confirmed

in writing that the only remedial work with respect to

Pre-existing'Envirpnmental Conditions remaining to be done

- e — — o —

" cobnsists ‘of -operatidn and maintenance

¢%0 & .M7), then TRW. 'may =

submit to owners of affected portions of the Monadnock Property an
estimate of the total future costs of O & M, adjusted to present
value (the "estimated O & M costs"). If the owners of affected
portions of the Monadnock Property accept payment of the estimated
O & M costs, such owners shall have all future responsibility for,
and shall indemnify TRW with respect to such O & M. Except as to
such O & M, TRW's obligations under this Settlement Agreement with
respect to Pre-existing Environmental Conditicns shall continue
notwithstanding the Monadnock Property owners' acceptance of the
estimated O & M costs. However, the Governmental Agencies® )
written confirmation that only O & M remains will create a c
rebuttable presumption that any future enforcement activity

relates to New Environmental Conditions.

23. If any of the Parties should have any dispute with
any other of the Parties arising out of or relating to this

. Settlement Agreement or the Parties' respective rights and duties
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hereunde:. then the Parties shall resolve such dispute in the

following manner:

(a) Any Party may at any time deliver to any other
a written dispute notice setting forth a brief description of the
issue for which such notice initiates the dispute resolution

mechanism contemplated by this paragraph.

(b) During the sixty (60) day period following the
delivery of the notice described above, appropriate
representatives of the Parties will meet and seek to resolve the

disputed issue through negotiation.

{c) 1If representatives of the Parties are unable to
resolve the disputed issue through negotiation, then within thirty
(30) days after the period described in subparagraph 23(b) above,
the Parties will refer the issue to a neutral person who is
mutually acceptable to the Parties for £inal resolution. 1In the
absence of agreement on such neutral person, the Parties shall
comply with the procedures set forth in the California Code of
Civil Procedure § 1281.6. The procedures to te followed with
respect to the presentation of each Party's position with respect
to the disputed issue and the method by which the neutral person
will reach and render his or her decision will be determined at
the time the matter is referred to the neutral person by the
Parties or, if the Parties are unablé to agree upon such

_procedures and methods, by the neutral person. The final decision. .
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of the neutral person pursuant to this paragraph 23(c) will be
nonappealable and uncontestable by the Parties involved and will
not be subject to collateral attack by any Party involved except
as provided in Chapter 4 of Title 9 of the'CaliforniajCode of

Civil Procédure commencing with § 1285,

General Provisions
24. This Settlemen# Agreement shall be binding upon and
inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto and their respective
successors and assigns. Except as otherwise expressly set forth
herein, for successors and assigns, this Settlement Agreement is
not intended and shall not be construed to give any rights or
inure to the benefit of any person or entity other than the

Parties hereto or their respective successors and assigns.

25. Each of the Parties hereto represents and warrants
to the other Party that: (a) it has never assigned to anyone any
of the claims, demands, actions or causes of action, or any
portion thereof which it has or could assert in any matter:
connected with or arising out of the subject 0f this Settlement
Agreement; (b) it has and maintains full and absolute control over
the disposition and release of all of said claims, demands,
actions or causes of action; and (c¢) it has been duly authorized

to execute this Settlement Agreement.

. 26.. The validity, construction and interpretation of . .. .. -

this Settlement Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the

State of California. C>4L¢4
-22-"
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27. As to any representations waiving liability or
releases from liability, each of the Parties understands and
expressly waives any and all rights under Section 1542 of the

California Civil Code, which states as follows:

A general release does not extend to claims which the
creditor does not know or suspect to exist in his favor
at the time of executing the release, which if known by
him must -have mater1a11y affected hzs settlement with.

the debtor.

28. This Settlement Agreement Sets forth the full and
complete agreements of the Parties hereto. This Settlement
Agreement supersedes all proposals, negotiations and
representations made or had prior to its execution relative to the
subject matter of this Settlement Agreement, except as to the
mutual rights and obligations of Miller Enterprises, Charles
Miller, Thalia Miller and New Monadnock under the Asset Sale

Agreement and the Lease.

29. Any notice or other communication to be given
pursuant to or with respect to this Settlement Agreement ;hall be
deemed given and received seventy-two (72) hours after the same is
deposited in the United States Mail, First Clazss Postage Prepaid,
addressed to the addressee at the respective address set forth
below, or such other address as addressee may, from time to time,

designate by written notice to the parties hereto:

Miller Enterprises: Charles Miller
. S . ) . 20415 Prestina Way. .. -
Walnut, California 91789
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with a copy to:

Douglas W. Beck

Tuttle & Taylor Incorporated

355 South Grand Avenue

40th Floor

Los Angeles, California 90071-3101

Thalia Miller

49-792 Coachella Drive

P. O. Box 1192

La Quinta, California 92253

: w1th a copy to:

Douglas w Beck
Tuttle & Taylor Incorporated
355 South Grand Avenue
- 40th Floor - ’
Los Angeles, California 90071-3101

TRW Inc.: Robert M. Walter, Senior Counsel
TRW Inc.
1900 Richmond Road
Cleveland, Ohio 44124

with a copy to:

Geoffrey K. Barnes

Squire, Sancders and Dempsey
1800 Huntington Building
Cleveland, Orio 44115

New Monadnock: Martin Cohen
The Monadnock Co., Inc.
18301 Arenth Avenue
Industry, Caiifornia 91748

with a copy :¢:

Richard M. Ross

Parker, Mili:ken, Clark, O'Hara
& Samueliz:on

915 L Street, Suite 1180
Sacramento, California 95814

30. Each party hereto agrees to execute and deliver such

additional documents and instruments, and to perform such

additional acts, as any other party may reasonably request or as

P - .- - —a e e
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may be necessary or appropriate tc effectuate, consummate or

perform all of the terms, provisions and conditions of this

Settlement Agreement.

31. Each party hereto acknowledges that in making this
Settlement Agreement it has made such independent investigation or
analysis of the facts and law_as_;t deems appropriate and has not
';:éiiédﬁoﬁ"an¥5fepréﬁent&fi6&‘5i‘anYté;ﬁef.gatty:éxcept‘such'
représénﬁations as may‘be expressly set forth in writihg in this

agreement.

32. The parties hereto agree that there is sufficient
consideration for all releases and covenants in this Settlement
Agreement and they agree not to raise lack of consideration in any

future dispute relating to this Settlement Agreement.

33. In the event of litigation (including arbitration
pursuant to paragraph 27 hereof) arising out of or pursuant to
this Settlement Agreement, the prevailing garty shall be entitled

to recover reasonable attorneys fees and ccsts.

s
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34. This Settlement Agreement may be executed in one or
more counterparts, each of which shall be deemed to be an

original, but all of which together shall constitute one and the

same instrument.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned Parties, by their
duly authorized officers, or in their individual capacities, have

- executed .this-Settlement Agreément in triplicate s of this __“day

of _____ . 1989,

Witnessed by:

The Monadnock Company

Miller Enterprises, Inc.

%ﬂ%&ﬂ /Md&//&

Charles Miller

Thalia Miller

TRW Inc.

o cotieg



IN WITNES:. WHEREOF, the undersigned r .rties, by their
duly authorized officers, or in their individual capacities, have

executed this Settlement Agreement in triplicate as of this//‘¢;

Y- 'day
of SNy . 1989
‘ /590

Witnessed Dby:

The Moradnock Cqmpany

AR\ W S >N ///W ‘

Miller Znterprises, Inc.

Charles Miller

Thalia Miller

TRW Inc.

-27-



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned Parties, by their
duly authcrized officers, or in their individual capacities, have

executed this Settlement Agreement in triplicate as of this?ﬂéﬁday
— 7
of -2 , 1599,

) 1940

Witnessed by:

'The Monadnock Comgany

"/Of,/,_/ ////,A A

Miller Enterprises, Inc.

/A/L za/f/@ Chia oaInol b

Charles Miller

wid( ,Q/¢ W;/{ﬁ&_’ rlk;o;ia z ?.\-.‘_LL{.-; -

Thalia Miller

TRW Inc.

-27-



IN WITNES: ~HEREQF, the undersigned P.cties, by their
duly authorized officers, or in their individual capacities, have
executed this Settlement Agreement in triplicate as of this gikday

laqg
of JMVART , 1582,

Witnessed bhy:

- The Monadnock Company

Miller Enterprises, Inc.

Charles Miller

Thalia Miller

NI ATy L L Fé |

T TRW ZAc. 4
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Imdemaity

[ LC s

The split of the Monadnock Property was recorded on

October 13, 1988 at 4:00 p.m., Recording Number 88-1651335,

BLANT PARCEL

Real property in the City of Industry, Los Angeles
County, California, described as: Parcel 1 as per Parcel
Map No. 254, recorded in Book 211, pages 46 and 47 of

Maps, in the Official Records of Los Angeles County.

UNDEVELOPED PARCEL

Real Property in the City of Industry, Los Angeles
County, California described as: Parcel 2 as per Parcel
Map No. 254, recorded in Book 211, pages 46 and 47 of

Maps, in the Official Records of Los Angeles County.

o
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER
ORDER NO. 88-2
FOR
C.‘M. MILLER ENTERPRISES, INC.
AND
THE MONADNOCK OOMPANY

(File No. 86-68)

Cleanup and Abatement Order No. 88-2 Requiring Charles M, Miller, C. M.
Miller Enterprises, Inc., and the Monadnock Company to Cleanup and Abate the
Effects of Contaminants Discharged to Soil and Ground Water.

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region,
finds that:

1.

2.

3.

Mr. Charles M. Miller and/or C. M. Miller Enterprises, Inc. is the
current owner of the property and facility and is or has been owner of
the Monadnock Company located at 18301 East Arenth in the City of
Industry.

The site is within the Puente Ground Water Basin, which contains
permeable sediments having a historic safe yield of 4400
acre-feet/year. The basin is adjudicated and according to the Basin
Plan (1978 Revision) water fram it is beneficially used for municipal,
domestic, industrial, and agricultural purposes. The Puente Basin is
tributary to the main San Gabriel Basin, providing an average of 850
acre-feet/year of water.

Operations at this facility have reportedly utilized volatile organic
campounds (VOCs), metals, and other chemicals in manufacturing small
parts and fasteners for the aerospace industry. The previous owner,
TRW-Cinch Corporation (1966 to 1981) was indicated as having stored
waste in the area where contamination was discovered.



Cleanup and Abatement File No. 86-68
Order No. 88-2

4'

5.

The Board was informed of soil and water contamination at Monadnock on
October 20, 1986 when a "Site Assessment Evaluation and Proposed
Remedial Action Plan" report was received by staff. It indicated that
soil and ground water contamination had been encountered during a
pre-purchase investigation (Dames and Moore report entitled
"Preliminary Site Assessment - The Monadnock Company Site, 18301 E.
Arenth Street, City of Industry", dated August 15, 1986). The report
also described soil removal, ground water extraction, treatment of
extracted ground water undertaken as partial remed:.al measures, and
proposed further remedlal action. :

The observed soil contaminants at the site included petroleum .
hydrocarbons; trichloroethylene (TCE); tetrachloroethylene (PCE); 1,1,1
-trichlorethane (1,1,1 - TCA); 1,1,2 - trichloroethane (1,1,2 ~TCA),
cadmium, lead, zinc, and cyanide. Ground water underlying the soil
contamination was found to contain TCE, PCE, and 1,1 —dichlorcethylene
(1,1 - DCE) in concentrations exceeding the Department of Health
Services Action Levels.

Section 13304 of the California Water Code states, in part, that:

"Any person....who has caused or permitted....any waste to be
discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will be, discharged
into the waters of the state and creates, or threatens to create, a
condition of pollution or nuisance, shall upon order of the Regional
Board clean up such waste or abate the effects thereof or, in the case
of threatened pollut:.on or nuisance, take other necessary remedial
action.”

The discharge of wastes at Monadnock Company has caused a condition of
pollution in the underlying body of ground water.

On November 21, 1986 Board staff sent a letter to Monadnock requesting
a camprehensive workplan to determine the lateral and vertical extent
of soil and ground water contamination. The submittal was due on
December 15, 1986. A written response was made to the Board on
December 22, 1986 which included some regquired information but no
camprehensive workplan.

A copy of a letter from the consultant to Mr. Miller was received on
January 14, 1987. It was later inmdicated by the consultant that this
was to represent the workplan. Board staff reviewed this submittal and
found it incomplete, On February 27, 1987 and on May 12, 1987 Board
staff sent letters requesting an addendum to completely address our
initial request.



@

Cleanup and Abatement File No. 86-68
Order No. 88-2

100

1.

12.

13.

A written report was received by the Board on June 24, 1987, entitled
"Second Supplement to Site Assessment Evaluation and Proposed Remedial
Action Plan™. It described work performed during the first 6 months of
1986 in partial response to elements of the workplan request. It did
not include a camprehensive workplan as required. Board staff reviewed
both the June 24, 1987 and a followup August 5, 1987 submittal and
requested a revised workplan for on-site delineation by Octcber 5, 1987
and for off-site delineation by October 26, 1987.

From September 2, 1987 to December 30, 1987, various materials relating
to a proposed on-site deep (150-200 feet) monitoring well at the
downgradient compliance point wete received ‘and reviewed. No
canprehensive workplan for a systematic investigation or  appropriate
time schedule have been received despite repeated requests by staff.

The 1986 excavation for removal of contaminated soil remains open,
uncovered, and without adequate safety precautions despite staff
recamendations to mitigate this condition. Rainwater has collected in
the hole and is a threat to leach remaining contaminants into the
ground water.

The Board adopted a revised Water Quality Control Plan for the Los
aAngeles River Basin (4B) on November 27, 1978. The plan contains water
quality objectives for ground water in the Puente and Main San Gabriel
Basins,

A summary of objectives for certain constituents is presented in the
following table:

Limits (mg/1)

OConstituents Main San Gabriel Basin Puente Basin
™S 550 1000
Sulfate 150 300
Chloride 100 150
Boron 1.0 1.0

These objectives do not include organic contaminants. Bowever the
Department of Health Services (DHS) has promulgated drinking water
action levels for such contaminants. A summary of applicable levels is
presented in the following table:

Oonstituents Action Levels
(parts per billion - prb)

1,1 Dichloroethylene (1,1 DCE) 6.0
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 4.0
1,1,1 Trichloroethane (TCA) 200.0
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5.0



Cleanup and Abatement File No. B6-68
Order No. 88-2

14.

This enforcement action is being taken to enforce a general standard
and as such is exempt from the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et.
seq.) in accordance with Section 15321, Chapter 3, Title 14, Califormia
AMdministrative Code.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that pursuant to California Water Code Section
13304, that Charles M. Miller, C.M. Miller Enterprises Inc., and the
Monadnock Company shall: :

Cleanup and abate the soil and ground water contamination at and
emanating from the Monadnock facility at 18301 East Arenth in the City
of ‘Industry.

ByJune 30, 1988 provide to the Board, for review and approval, a
comprehensive workplan to delineate on-site contamination and within 12
weeks after plan approval a final technical report which address the
following:

a. Facility

1) A formal site audit, determining past and present use, storage,
and disposal of chemicals.

b. Unsaturated Zone

1) Soil characterization data and evaluation of contaminant
migration in the soil.

2) Evaluation of the post-remediation risk to ground water from
residual chlorinated organic contaminants remaining in the
vadose zone.

3) Determination that no other contamination sources exist.

c. Saturated Zone

1) Specific aquifer characteristics for uppermost saturated
zone.

2) Hydraulic connectivity existing between any saturated units,

3) Evaluation of hydraulic relationship of saturated uruts to San
Jose Creek.

4) Delineation of lateral extent of on-site water contamination in
the upper saturated zone.

5) Delineation of vertical extent of on-site contamination to
include any underlying saturated zone(s).



~ .

Cleanup and Abatement File No. 86-68
Order No. 88-2

7.

6) Containment and disposal plans for development and purge water
from monitoring wells.

7) Ground water monitoring and testing schedule.

By June 30, 1988 provide to the Board, for review and approval, a
mitigation plan and a time schedule to specifically eliminate the
immediate threat of continued infiltration of contaminants through
soils in the existing excavation.

By August31, 1988, provide to the Board, for review and approval, an
interim cleanup plan and a time schedule to cleanup on-site ground

water contamination and a technical report describing implementation.

The workplan must specifically address the following:
a. Alternatives for remediation and analysis.
b. Adequate technical support for preferred alternative.

Cc. Detailed description of preferred alternative as related to
contaminant control, removal or treatment to meet all regulatory
requirements.

Provide to the Board advance notice of any planned physical alterations
to the facility or planned changes in the facility's activities that
may affect compliance with this order.

Provide to the Board advance notice of any planned change in name,
ownership, or control of the facility; provide notice to any succeeding
owner or operator of the existence of this Order by letter; forward a
copy of such notification to the Board.

Submit to the Board monthly progress reports until campletion of all
Board mandated work. These reports shall be submitted by the fifteenth
day of the following month.

This order may be revised by the Regional Board through its Executive
Officer as additional information from the assessment(s) becomes
available., The authority of the Regional Board, as contained in the
California Water Oode, to order investigation and cleanup additional to
that described herein, is in no way limited by this order.



Qe

Cleanup and Abatement File No. 86-68
Order No. 88-2

Failure to comply with the terms or conditions of this order may result
in imposition of civil liabilities, either administratively by the
Regional Board or judicially by the Superior Court in accordance with
Section 13350, et seq., of the California Water Code, and/or referral
to the Attorney General of the State of California for such action as
he may deem appropriate.

Uy d D Ml
Ordered by 4;1 . .
ecutive Officer

Dated g‘ti S

PBC:sml
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ASSOCIATED LABORATOREES.

808 North Batavia - Orange, California 82668 - 714/7718800 - - D -;-mx'f_u/sss-ms %
CLIENT | o
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LABNO G24628-01
Attn: Peck King . . ' _
B.O. Box 1791 . . . © . . . REPORTED  02/24/92
Wilmington, DE 198998 : oL S Co
SAMPLE Soil ; - - RECEIVED'. 02705792
IDENTIFICATICON B-1 @ 5’ '

BASED ON SAMPLE As Submitted

Chromium, Total o 19.5 mg/kg
Cyanide ND«< 1 mng/kKyg
Lead ND< 5 wmg/kg
Pesticides & IQCB"S EPA 8080 ND #
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240 ND *
Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270 ND #

* All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

ASSOCIATED

ORATORIES, by:

Edw . are, Ph.D.
Vice President

ESB/ql
NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CONSLITNG
Chenxca]

TRk csmacts alf tha Swasictan ) shasntasias cea sandidantiel APAARMU Al aiie allants s



ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES

% 2806 North Batavia- Orange, Caltforalc 92668- J14/7916900 - .- .- . = .FAX 714/538-1308 =
CUIENT
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LABNO G24628-02
Attn: Feck King

P.0. Box 1791 _ - REPORTED  02/24/92
‘Wilmington, DE 19899 A

SAMPLE seil - .7 " RICENVED - “02/05/92
IDENTIFICATION B-1 @ 107 ‘ :

BASED ON SAMPLE As Submitted

Cchromium, Total o 14.7 mg/kg
Cyanide ND< 1 mg/kg
Lead ND< 5§ ng/kg
Pesticides & PCB’‘s EFA 8080 ND |
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240 ND =
Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270 ND *

*+ All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

ASSOCIATED

kLo

Vice President

RIES, by:

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will bhe discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CONSUOWNG
Cremxx -

The reports of the Associsme Labarstories 4re confldential Broperty of our clients and Microproooeat «



<fi2§ii:::7 ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES

806 North Batavia - Orenge, Californic 82868 - 714/9716900.

CLIENT
Rollins Leasing Corp.
Attn: Peck King
P.O. Box 1791 .
- Wilmington, DE '19399
SAMPLE - sludge
IDENTIFICATION B-1 @ 35'

BASED ON SAMPLE As Submitted

Chromium, Total

Cyanigde

Lead

Purgeable Organic¢s EPA 8240

Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270

FAX 714/538:1208

(4327) LABNO G24628-03

REPCATE 02/24/92

'RECEIVED . 02/05/932

3.40 mg/kg
ND< 0.05 mg/kg
ND< 2 ng/kg
ND * |
ND *

# All compounds were None Detected., See attached list.

ASSOCIA RIES, by:

Edwa . ajn, Ph.D.
vice President

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded

by appropriate disposal protocol

Tha reports of the Associsted LIDOrEtories sre confidential property af our cliants and

30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CONSULTNG
Cheticg -



- 808 North ‘Batavia - Orange. California 92668 714/9714900° - - . ...+

3, 2300 1i:z& :SSOCIATED LABS

ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES |

CLIENT ‘
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327)
Attn: Peck King
"P.O. Box 1791 o
" Wilmington, -DE ';93?3 ;;v¢N“~
SAMPLE - 8oil
[DENTIFICATICN B-2 @ 5/
SASED ON SAMPLZ Ag Submitted

S - FAX-714/5981209 -

LABNC G24628-04

RIPORTZDS  02/24/92

"RECEIVEC 02/'05/52-

Chromium, Total 28.6 mg/kg
Cyanide ND< 1 ng/kg
Lead ND< § mng/Kg
Pesticides & PCB’s EPA 8080 ND #
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240 ND =
Senmi Volatile Organice EPA 8270 ND #

* All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

ASSOCIATED ORIES, by:
Edwa . hlia, Ph.D.

Vice Presidént

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

Tha reaarit of the Ascociated LaDoratories 3re configential Oroperty of our cllents and

TESTING & CONSTING
Chercd -

& Fimmmbn aSamimd
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'ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES

~-:808 North Batavia - Orange. Californic 82668+ 714/771-6%00 = - O FAX 714/5884209
CLIENT ' _
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LAENC G24628~05
Attn: Peck King _
. P.O. Box 1791 RIPORTED 02/24/92
"Wilmington, DE 19899 s o )
SAMPLE  © soil R RECEVED  02/05/92
IDENTIFICATICN B~2 @ 10’

BASED ON SAMFLZ As Submitted

Chrozium, Total ' 17.8 mg/kg
Cyanide ND< 1 ng/Xg
Lead ND< 5 mg/kg
Pesticides & PCB’s EPA 8080 ND #
Purgeable Organice EPA 8240 ND #*
Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270 ND »

* All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

AS80 TORIES, by:
Edwa 8. . Ph.D. 2

Vice President

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CCNSUETING
Chemx! -

Tne reports of the Astocistes Ladoretorias are confidential oraderty of aur clients snd



Edwa S. a¥ve Ph.D,.
Vice President

Tna rammrte At the A ted Labaritories are confidential progerty of our clients and

FtE, Tt liit SSSTTIATED LA
. 74D ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES Lo
"' 406 North Batavia - Orange. California. 92658 - 714/771:8900 - .. FAX 714/5384208
CLIENT ’ '
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LAZNC G24628-06
Attn: Peck Xing ,
P.O. Box 1791 SIZ2QRTED 02/24/92
Wilmington; DE' 19899 . . - o
SAMPLE Water FICIVED  02/08/%2
DENTIFICATION B-2 @ 35
BASED ON SAMFLZ As Submitted
Chromiun, Teotal 1.11 mnmg/l
Cyanide ND< 0.05 nmg/l
Lead 0.064 ng/l
Sermi Volatile Organics EPA 8270 ND %
Purgeable Organice EPA 8240
1,1-Dichloroethene 1,547 g/l
1,1-Dichlorcethane 43 g/l
Chloroform 18 ug/1l
1,2-Dichloroethane 194 ug/l
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 6 sg/1
Trichloroethene 6,193 g/l
Toluene 13 ug/1
1,1,2-Trichlorocethane 24 pg/l
Tetrachlorcethene 642 g/l
* All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.
A880 RIES, by:

TESTING & CONSULTING
Chermcal «
Microbiclooxcal - -



§06 North’ Batavia - Oremge, Californla 93668+-714/771:6900 <

©
«x»
S
«

CLIENT
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LABNO G24628-07
Attn: Peck King _
P.O. Box 1791 REPORTED 02/24/92
Wilmington, DE 19899 - -
SAMPLE - Soil RECEVED  02/05/92
IDENTIFICATICN B-3 @ 57/

BASED ON SAMPLE AB Submitted

Chromium, Total

Cyanide

Lead

Pesticides & PCB’s EPA 8080
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240
Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270

* 211 compounds were None Detected.

Edwa
Vice President

ESB/ql

38.9 mg/kg
ND< 1 ng/kg
ND< 5 mg/kg

ND »
ND +

ND =

See attached list.

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

Tha vanacte At tha Actmrintend | aBOratoriet dre canfidential orogerty of our cilents and

TESTING & CONSUUTING
Chernco! -

§ Limmmsandasdmnl o



3,005 02 L :380TIATED LARS Pl it
——— /8 ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES R
806 North Batavie - Orange: Callfornia 92668 - 714/9718900° - "+~ '* : .. " FAX 714/58:1209

CLIENT -
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LABNC G24628-08
Attn: Peck King , ' ) _
P.O. Box 1791 L _ REPORTED 02/24/92°
Wildington, 'DE . 19895~ - - " "~ . Coe e e e
- SAMPLE "Soil - . RECEVED ' 92/08/92
IDENTIFICATICN B=-3 €@ 10’

BASED ON SAMPLZ As Submitted

Chromium, Total ' 17.6 mg/kg
Cyanide ND< 1 ng/kg
Lead ND«< § ng/kg
Pesticides & Pca;s EPA 8080 ND *
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240 ND #*
Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270 ND *

* All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CON\SULTING
Chemc! -

O inia ata e .
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ASSOCIATED LABORATORES

“ . 808 North Betavia - Orangs, Californic 923668 - 716/971.8800 ~~ <~ . = - moidmes., irxx*‘yici/s'aazu'ay-
CLIENT | ’ ‘
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LABNC G24628-09
Attn: Peck King :
P.0. Box 1791 REPORTED  02/24/92
Wilpnington,. DE 19899 " : -
SAMPLE Water RECEVED  02/05/82
IDENTIFICATION B-3 @ 35 |

BASED ON SAMPLE As Submitted

Chromium, Total o 0.23 mg/1l
Cyanice 0.05 mry/l
Lead 0.04 mg/1
Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270 ND #*
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240
1,1-Dichloroethene 158 ug/l
1,2-bichloroethane 77 sg/1
Trichloroethene 316 ug/1l
Tetrachloroethene 36 wa/l

* All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

ASS D

Edwa S7B rj,
Vice President

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING &
- Chemcdl -

The repcrts of the Agtociated Ladaratories dre Confidentisl prooerty af our clients and .



FES, 2090 1432 0 4SSOGIATED LABS ' : R

ASSOCIATED msommkms

o .«-,_m North- Batavia - omo.»cduum 92868 - 714/771-3900 e o FAXTISO81R08  juisiv
LIENT o o -
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) AENO. G24628-10

Attn: Peck King
P.0O. Box 1791

. REFOSTID  02/24/92
Wilmington, DE 19899 - L

IDENTIFZCA‘&ON B~4 € 5

3ASED ON SAMP = As Submitted
Chronium, Total 16.7 mg/kg
Cyanide Nb< 1 mg/kg
Lead ND< 5§ ng/kg
Pesticides & PCB’s EPA 8080 ND *
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240 ND
Seni Volatile oOorganics EPA 8270 ND *

+ All compounds were None Detected. See attached list.

ASSOQIAT ES, by:

Edwar . are;
Vice President

ESB/ql

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protocol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CONSULTING

Chemsol »
The reports of the Associsted Leporetories sr emﬂunml property of our ¢lients and Microbologea «
ad Ao susistan



ASSOCIATED LABORATORIES

 FAX 714/538-1203 -

808 North Batavia - Orange, California 52688~ 714/771-6900

CLIENT
Rollins Leasing Corp. (4327) LABNO G24628-11
Attn: Peck King
P.O, Box 1791 S RZPOIXTED 02/24/92
‘Wilmington; DE - 19899 - ST e

© SAMPLE soil RECEIVED  02/05/92
IDENTIFICATICN B-5 @ 57/

BASED ON SAMFLE As Submitted

Chromium, Total

Cyanice

Lead

Pesticides & éCB}S EPA 8080
Purgeable Organics EPA 8240

Semi Volatile Organics EPA 8270

* All compounds were None Detected.

ASSQCIATED TORIES, by:
Edwazd s. . Ph.D. \

Vice President

ESB/ql

25.7 mg/kg
ND< 1 mg/kg
ND«< § ng/kg

ND *
ND =

ND =

See attached 1list.

NOTE: Unless notified in writing, all samples will be discarded
by appropriate disposal protoccol 30 days from date reported.

TESTING & CONSULTING
Chemex «



. Client:-

~Date:

L 2SELTIATED LABS

February 24, 1992

Aldrin
Alpha BHC

_.Beta -BHC, .
- Delta BHC S
-Gamma BHC (Lindane)

Chlordane . -

. °.4,4"-DDD .
4,47-DDE -

4,4/=-DDT

Dieldrin
Endeosulfan I
Endosulfan II
Endosulfan Sulfate
Endrin

Endrin Aldehyde
Heptachlor
Heptachlor Epoxide
Toxaphene

PCE-1016

PCB-1221

PCB-1232

PCB-1242

PCB-1248

PCB=1254

PCB~1260

-Rolline’ Leasinq COrp. U
Lab NOto 62‘628-1 ~2 4' 5' 7’ ;8'_,._ 10

11

ND<
ND<

. ND<
. ND< !
" ND¥
. . ND<
:: ND<
ND<

ND<
ND<
ND<
ND<
ND<
ND<
ND<
ND«<
ND«
ND«
ND<
ND«
ND<
ND«<
ND<
ND«<
ND«<

0.

0
0

0
Q.
O
‘0.
0.

0.
Q.
.005
0.
0.
0.
Q.
.001
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.

0

0

001

.001
.002
0.001"

.001

01

004.
, 004~

004
002
005

01

002
o002
001

0l
01
0l
0l
o1
01
01
01

mg/kg
ng/kg

‘mg/kg. .

It
A
&

mg/kg U

ng/kg
ng/kg

mg/Xg: . -

mg/kg -

ng/kg

mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kyg
mg/kg
mg/kg
ng/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
ng/kg
nmg/kg

mg/kg

ng/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg

7\ S



1Lt ~SSOCTATED LABS

)
LEY

'Rollins Leasing Corp.
~ Lab No.: G24628-3, 6,.9 . °

Date: ' February 24, 1592 -
VOLATILE ORGANICS - EPA METHOD 624
Dilution Factor = 1
DETECTION LIMIT
- CAS NO. COMPOUND . ogra *
74=87=3 ' Chloromethane - ND< 3
74-83-9 - Bromonmethane ND< 4
- 78=-01=4 .. | . Vinyl Chloride. _ . ND< 5
75-00=3 " Chloroeéthane - .77 ND< ' 6
76-09=-2 Methylene Chloride ND< 3
75~-35-4 1,1-Dichlorcethene ND< 4
75-34=3 1,1=Dichloroethane ND< 2
540=5%~-0 trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND< 2
67-66=3 Chlorofornm ND< 2
107-068~2 1,2=Dichlorcethane ND< 4
71=-55-6 1,1,1~Trichlorocethane ND< 3
56~23=5 Carbon Tetrachloride ND< 3
75=27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND< 5
79=34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND< 7
78-87=5 1,2=Dichloropropane ND< 2
10061-02-6 trans~-1,3-Dichloropropene ND< 3
79~01=6 Trichloroethene ND< 1
124=-48-1 Dibromochloromethane ND< 3
79=-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND< 4
71-43=2 Benzene ND< 2
10061-01-5 cig-1,3-Dichloropropene ND< 4
110-75-8 2-Chloroethyl Vinyl Ether ND< §
75=25-2 Bromoforn ND< 4
127-18-4 Tetrachloroethene ND< 2
108-88-3 ~ Toluene ND< 6
108-90-7 Chlorobenzene ND< 2
100-41-4 Ethylbenzene ND< 4
95=50~-1 1,2~-Dichlorocbanzene ND< 8
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND< 5§
106=46-7 1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND< 5§
75-01~6 Trichlorofluoromethane ND< 6

* The detection limits listed above are provided for guidance.
The detection 1limits actually achieved in a given analysis
will vary depending on matrix effects and the dilution factor.

e
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T 74483-9. -

(75=09=2. . . .

. 67-64-1

25 "3

I\

o310 1330CIATED LABS

Client: Rollins Leasing Corp.

. Lab No.: G24628~1,
- Date: February 24, 1992 -

CAS NO.
74-87-23

75-01-4 "
75=00~3

75~15=0
75=35=4
75=34=3
540-59-0

€7-66=3
107-06-2
78=93=3
71-55~6
56-23~5

108-05-4
75-27-4
79=34~=5
78-87~5
10061-02-6

79-01-6
124-48-1
79=00=5
71-43-2
10061-01-5

110-75=8
75-25-2

591=78=6
108~-10-1
127-18-4

108-88-3
108-90-7
100-41-4
100=42=5
1330-20~7

* The detection limits listed above are based on wet weight and

2, by By Ty s,,lo, 11..

-

VOLATILE ORGANICS EPA METHOD 8240-

Dilution Factor = 1

COMPOUND

Chloromethane

;;;~,Bromqmethane,*3~4.p_
~'Vinyl Chloride -

Chlqroethane

: Methylene Chloride

Ui*:Acetone

Carbon, Disulfide

1, 1-Dichloroethene
l,l-Dichloroethane
trans~1,2-Dichlorcethene

Chloroforn
1,2-Dichloroethane
2=Butanone
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Carbon Tetrachloride

Vinyl Acetate
Bromodichloromethane
1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorcethane
1,2-Dichloropropane
trans-1,3~-Dichloropropene

Trichloroethene
Dibromochloromethane
1,1,2=Trichloroethane
Benzene
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene

2=Chloroethyl Vinyl Ether
Bromoform

2=Hexanone
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone
Tetrachloroethene

Toluene
Chlorobenzene
Ethylbenzene
Styrene
Xylene (total)

are provided for guidancs.

The detection limits actually achieved in a given analysis
will vary depending on matrix effects and the dilution factor.

LOW SOIL/SEDIMENT
DETECTION LIMIT

«n

(micrograms/ka) *

ND<100

.ND< 10
. -ND< 10 -
" .ND< 10
ND< 10

-ND<
ND< §
ND< 5
ND< 5§
ND< 5
ND< 5
ND< 5

" ND<100
ND< 5
ND< 5
ND< 50
ND< S
ND< §
ND< 5
ND< 5
ND< 5
ND< 5§
ND< 5§
ND< §
ND« §
ND< 10
ND< 5
ND< 50
ND< S0
ND< §
ND< §
ND< 5
ND< 5§
ND< 5
ND< §

5

(X o)

P
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. Client: -
. Lab No,:
. ‘Date: -

CAS NO,
108=~95-2
111~44-4 .

. 95=57-B -
541-73-1

<
<

‘Rollins Leas;ng COrp
1G24628=-3, 6, 9

February 24, 1992 -

106=46-7

. 100=51-6. -
‘95=50=1 .-

95-48=7 -

108~60-1
106-44-5
§21=64-7
67=72-1
98-95=3
78=59~1
88=75~5
105-67-9
65-85=-0
111-91-1
120-83-2
120-82-1
$1-20~-3
106-47-8
8§7=-68-3
§9-50=7
91-57=6
77=47-4
88=-06-2
95-95-4
91-58~7
88-74-4
131-11-3
208~-96-8
206-20-2
99-09=2
83~-32-9
51-28-5
100-02~-7
132-64-9
121-14-2
84=66-2
7005-72=2

\ANICS ANA DATA
- | B
Phenol

- bis(2=Chloroethyl)ether

2=Chlorophenol
1,3-Dichlorébenzene
1, 4-Dxchlorobenzene
Benzyl alecohol .

‘7l1 3-Dichlorobenzéns

2-Methylphenol ‘
bis(2~chloroisopropyl)ether

4-Methylphenol
N-Nitroso-di-n~propylanine
Hexachloroethane
Nitrobenzene

Isophorone
2=Nitrophenol
2,4-Dimethylphencl
Benzoic acid
big(2-Chloroethoxy)methane
2,4=Dichlerophenol
1,2,4~Trichlorobenzene
Naphthalene
4-Chlorcaniline
Hexachlorobutadiene
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol
2-Methylnaphthalene
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene
2,4,6-Trichlorophencl
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol
2-Chloronaphthalene
2-Nitroaniline
Dimethylphthalate
Acenaphthylene
2,6-Dinitrotoluene
3-Nitroaniline
Acenaphthene
2,4-Dinitrophencl
4-Nitrophenol
Dibenzofuran
2,4-Dinitrotoluene
Diethylphthalate
4-Chloropvhenol-phenylether

Cont. on page 2.

ND«
ND<
ND«<
ND<
ND<
ND«

- ND<

ND<
ND<
ND«
ND«<
ND<
ND<
ND<«
ND<
ND<

ND<
ND«
ND<

ND<

ND<
ND<
ND<
ND<
ND«<
ND<

. DETECTION LIMIT
i a/1)

50
50
50

.50
50 .
50" :

50
50
50
50
50
50
S0
50

‘ND<250

50
50
50
50
50
50
50
50
50
g0

ND<250

ND<

50

ND<250

ND<
ND<
ND<

S0
50
50

ND<250

ND<

50

ND<2§0
ND<250

ND<
ND<
ND<
ND«

50
50
50
S0
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92 tliis ASSITIATED LaES SR

‘chIIGﬂtS Raliins‘Leasing carp O T P
. Lab No,: G24628=3;.6, 9 .. . .. G oL oot
" Date: " Pebruary 24, 1992 T a L SR Y
ORG. cont e
DETECTION LIMIT

CAS NO, QUND
86=73=7 . ‘Fluorene ND< 50
-109-0156 .- : 4=Nitroaniline. ND<250. -
534=52-1 - - 4,6-Dinitro-2 —methylphenol "ND<250
86-30-6 -Nitrosodiphenylamine (1) ND< 50

. 101-55-3. . -Bromophenyl-phenylether.: . ..% ND< 50

- 118-74-1" .“Hexachlorobengene : < - - ... ND< 850 -
87=86=5 Pentachloropheriol ND<250
g85-01~-8 Phenanthrene ND< 50
.120-12-7 Anthracene ND< S0
84=74~-2 Di-n-butylphthalate ND< 50
206-44-0 Fluoranthene ND< 50
129-00-0 Pyrene ND< 50
85-68-7 Butylbenzylphthalate ND< 50
91-94-1 3,3’=Dichlorobenzidine ND< 50
56=55=3 Benzo(a)anthracene ND< 50
218-01-9 Chrysene ND< 8§50
117-81-7 bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate ND< 50
117-84-0 Di-n-octylphthalate ND< §0
205=-99-2 Benzo(b) fluoranthene ND< 50
207-08-9 Benzo(k)fluoranthene - ND< 50
50=32-8 Benzo(a)pyrene ND< 50
193-39-5 Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene ND< 50
53-70-3 Dibenz(a,h)anthracene ND< 50
191-24-2 Benzo(g,hy,i)perylene ND< 50

7.
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582 il

Date:

g
. :

108-95=2
111=44-4
$5-57-8. .
541=73-1
106-46-7
100-51-6

- 95=50=1.

95-48=7

108-60-1
106-44-5
621-64-7
67-72~1
58-95-3
78=59~1
88=75=5
105-67-9
65-85-0
111-91-1
120-83-2
120-82=1
91-20-3
106=-47=-8
B87-68-3
59=50~7
91-57-6
77=47=4
88-06-2
95-95-4
91-58=7
88-74-4
131=-11-3
208-96-8
206-20-2
99=09~2
83-32-9
51-28-5
100=02-7
132-64=3
121=14-2
84-66-2
7005-72-3

Cont. on page 2

£SSOCIATED _ABS

Rollins:Leasing Corp.

'.Lab No.i G24628-1, 2, 4, 5,7, 8, 10, 117

February 24, 1992

LYSIS E
COMPOUND
Phenol

bis (2-Chlorocethyl)ether
2=Chlorophenol

-1,3=Dichlorobenzene

1,4-Dichlerobenzene:
Benzyl alcchol :

L, 2-Dxchlo:obenzene
: 2-Methylphenol '

bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)ether
4~-Methylphenol
N-Nitroso=-di-n=-propylamine
Hexachloroethane
Nitrobenzene
Isopherone
2-Nitrophenol
2,4=Dimethylphenol
Benzoic acid
bis(2~Chloroethoxy)methane
2, 4-Dichlorophenol
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzen<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>